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HJR 622 STUDY 

CHESAPEAKE BAY PRESERVATION ACT - EXPANSION 
 
RESOLVED FURTHER, That the Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance Department be requested to submit to 
the Commission for inclusion in Commission’s interim report (i) an assessment of the benefits to the  
environment, along with the costs and effects to state and local governments of extending the Act to 
include localities outside of “Tidewater Virginia” that are within the Chesapeake Bay watershed; (ii) 
the potential need for changes to existing regulations to reflect differences in the topography and 
geology for such an expansion; and (iii) the financial resources needed in the form of state 
implementation grants to local governments for such an expansion.  The Department shall complete 
and submit its findings and recommendations to the Commission by October 20, 2001. 
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